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these people myself to see if we can get some stock bought in 
this thing because it doesn't look like they're too worried 
about...
SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.
SENATOR BAKER: ...demand. They're ready to build it.
"Producers appeared eager to invest. No more did one get out of 
a chair and another sat down", a statement from coordinator John 
Love, Kearney Area Ag Producers. So I'm not quite sure, well, 
we may be chasing our tail here. It looks to me like the people 
are going to build the plant. And a way more important bill, to 
me, than LB 75 is LB 536. I've been accused this morning again, 
and this afternoon even that I'm anti-ag. Not so, not at all. 
I'd like to see this plant built. We're going to need to pass 
LB 536 to do it. But my point being, there's obviously a lot of 
interest in building additional plants and that's... there we go 
back to the old free economy and capitalism. So with that kind 
of return on investment, I can see why people would want to 
invest...
SENATOR CUDABACK: Time, Senator Baker.
SENATOR BAKER: ...in a new ethanol plant. Did you say time?
SENATOR CUDABACK: Time, yes.
SENATOR BAKER: Thank you.
SENATOR CUDABACK: Senator Chambers, your light is next.
SENATOR CHANBERS: Thank you, Nr. President. In honor to time,
Senator Baker, and Senator Cudaback, keeping time, time, time, 
in a sort of runic rhyme. I'11 go on with that later as we get 
further into the discussion, but we have not really begun to 
discuss this bill yet. We're just kind of tinkering around the 
edges. The point that I want to emphasize at this juncture is 
that our Attorney General-to-be, our Attorney General-want-to-be 
but probably won't be, is talking about a supply of a product 
which supply does not exist. There is no need for any refiner 
to produce this subgrade, no need. I'd like to ask Senator
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